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Since 1970, the Rössler system has remained as a considerably simpler and minimal dimensional
chaos serving system. Unveiling the dynamics of a system of two coupled chaotic oscillators that
leads to the emergence of extreme events in the system is an engrossing and crucial scientific re-
search area. Our present study focuses on the emergence of extreme events in a system of diffusively
and bidirectionally two coupled Rössler oscillators and unraveling the mechanism behind the genesis
of extreme events. We find the appearance of extreme events in three different observables: aver-
age velocity, synchronization error, and one transverse directional variable to the synchronization
manifold. The emergence of extreme events in average velocity variables happens due to the occa-
sional in-phase synchronization. The on-off intermittency plays for the crucial role in the genesis
of extreme events in the synchronization error dynamics and in the transverse directional variable
to the synchronization manifold. The bubble transition of the chaotic attractor due to the on-off
intermittency is illustrated for the transverse directional variable. We use generalized extreme value
theory to study the statistics of extremes. The extreme events data sets concerning the average
velocity variable follow generalized extreme value distribution. The inter-event intervals of the ex-
treme events in the average velocity variable spread well exponentially. The upshot of the interplay
between the coupling strength and the frequency mismatch between the system oscillators in the
genesis of extreme events in the coupled system is depicted numerically.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rudiments of nature make every living creature be-
ings a far potential of having survivability. Several ubiq-
uitous, catastrophic natural and human-made challenges
drive human spontaneous endeavors to consecrate them-
selves for having an outlook of being capable of surviving.
Natural calamities like epidemic spreading [1], floods [2],
earthquakes [3], droughts [4], regime shifts in the ecosys-
tem [5], global warming [6], cyclones [7], and tsunamis
[8] to name but a few, and several human-made disasters
like power blackouts [9], nuclear leakage [10], crash in the
share market [11] have a terrible ruinous impact on the
human socio-economic structure [12]. Beholding the un-
certainty to predict the future spontaneous occurrence of
low probable recurrent natural and human made hazards
having immediate severe, harsh consequences on the soci-
ety, a new trend of fascinating research interest of extreme
events (EEs) has been started in many interdisciplinary
disciplines of scientific research [12–17]. Generally, the
events or phenomena having a significant deviation from
the regular behavior with a colossal impact in terms of
havoc on the society are regarded as EEs [12, 13]. These
types of phenomena have synergistic consequences of the
abrupt changes in the system states.

EEs are characterized as the occurrence of events far
distant from the central tendency of the events [13]. De-
pending on the deviation how far it is from the central
tendency [18], rarity of EEs is recognized [19]. EEs be-
ing low probable to occur, their appearance is seen on
the tail of the Non-Gaussian skewed distribution [20, 21].
Prediction [22] and obviation [6] is the main concern to
study EEs. As far as the real world scenario [14, 17] is

concerned, it is an utmost challenge to the scientific com-
munity to examine EEs and infer their grievous impact
on society due to the paucity of observed data [23]. In
this regard, the researchers whet their appetite towards
the dynamical systems [12]. Numerically simulating the
dynamical system, one can gather enormous data which
palliate the scarcity of the real data. The main reason
of origination of EEs in dynamical systems is the pres-
ence of instability region within the state space. Seldom
visit of a chaotic trajectory in the instability region af-
termaths a long excursion of the trajectory far from the
chaotic attractor for a short while and follows a return
back [13]. This long excursion is observed as unwonted
events of large amplitude in the time series of the sys-
tem. The emergence of EEs in dynamical systems mainly
happened following three instability regions originat-
ing roots: interior-crisis-induced [24–27], intermittency-
induced [24–26], and quasiperiodic-breakdown [25]. In
multistable systems, the trajectory may start hopping
between the coexisting stable states as a consequence,
episodic large-amplitude events may emerge in the dy-
namical system. Other routes, like boundary crisis and
attractor merging crisis are also observed in other sys-
tems.

The genesis of extreme events in single (uncoupled)
nonlinear dynamical systems and the possible mecha-
nisms [12, 24, 26, 28–36] behind the origination of EEs
have almost been unfolded. Comparatively, the responsi-
ble mechanisms behind the origination of EEs in coupled
dynamical systems are less studied. So, the unveiling of
mechanisms behind the emergence of high-amplitude, er-
ratic EEs in coupled, both in low-dimensional [37–41] and
high-dimensional [37, 40, 42–50], dynamical systems have
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been a hot spot of interdisciplinary scientific research for
the last few years. In this direction, some notable scien-
tific research has been performed, like the emergence of
EEs in networks of Fitzhugh-Nagumo oscillators [37], the
genesis of EEs in a globally coupled network of Joseph-
son junction oscillators and Liénard type oscillators [45].
Ray et al. [46] have shown that the interplay of degree
heterogeneity and repulsive interaction produces extreme
events in a complex network of second-order phase os-
cillators. Time-dependent interactions and rewiring of
the links of a network have also been found as a pre-
cursor for the origination of extreme events [43, 44, 51].
Moreover, network changes such as introduction of time-
delayed coupling [38], pairing of two-counter rotating os-
cillators [40] have also been shown to produce extreme
events.

Till now, the unearthing of mechanisms behind the
nascence of EEs in coupled dynamical systems is in its
infancy. In this present study, a diffusively and bidi-
rectionally two-coupled Rössler oscillator system is con-
sidered. This model has already been studied concern-
ing chaotic phase synchronization (CPS) [52], but this
condign study focusses on comprehending the exploration
of the emergence of extreme events in the same system.
Our main concern in the study is to investigate the sys-
tem’s dynamical behavior in the presence of frequency
mismatch and discern whether it leads to the genesis
of EEs in the system and the crucial dynamical mech-
anism behind it regarding the interplay between the fre-
quency mismatch and the coupling strength. Interest-
ingly, we observed the emergence of EEs in the system
for three observables, u = ẋ1+ẋ2

2 (the average velocity
variable in the x direction), the synchronization error

(Esyn = ⟨
√

(ẋ1 − ẋ2)2 + (ẏ1 − ẏ2)2 + (ż1 − ż2)2⟩t), and

one transverse directional variable ((x⊥)3 = ż1−ż2
2 ) to

the synchronization manifold. We unraveled in detail
the dynamical mechanisms involved in the origination of
EEs. The emergence of EEs happens in the observable
u = ẋ1+ẋ2

2 because of occasional in-phase synchroniza-
tion of the variables ẋ1 and ẋ2. The genesis of EEs in
the synchronization error dynamics and in the transverse
directional variable (x⊥)3 = ż1−ż2

2 happens following on-
off intermittency route. So far as our knowledge is con-
cerned, this is the first time that we are reporting this
kind of emergence of EEs in a system of two coupled
Rössler oscillators. For corroboration of the results, some
statistical analyses are also performed. An illustration is
done for two specific coupling strengths that the EEs in u
follow a non-Gaussian generalized extreme value (GEV)
distribution, confirming the rarity. The inter-event in-
tervals (IEI) are also shown to follow a non-Gaussian
exponential distribution that corroborates the rare oc-
currence. The elucidation of how the interplay between
the frequency parameter mismatch (∆ω) and the cou-
pling strength (k) influences the emergence of EEs in the
system is also shown by some parameter spaces upon the
(k,∆ω) plane.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

The Rössler oscillator, which is being well-known and
prominent one, as a three-dimensional simplest system
serving chaos and rendering exemplary chaotic dynam-
ics. Our main concern of the study is to investigate how a
system of two coupled Rössler oscillators behaves dynam-
ically, specifically if the coupling is diffusive and bidirec-
tional. So, we consider a system of two-coupled Rössler
oscillators [52–54], precisely, diffusively, and bidirection-
ally coupled in the y variable. The mathematical form of
the system is presented by the following system of equa-
tions.

ẋ1,2 = −ω1,2y1,2 − z1,2,

ẏ1,2 = ω1,2x1,2 + ay1,2 + k(y2,1 − y1,2),

ż1,2 = b+ z1,2(x1,2 − c),

(1)

where k is the coupling strength of the interaction be-
tween the two oscillators. Numerical simulations are per-
formed using the Runge-Kutta Fehlberg (RKF) 45 algo-
rithm with a fixed step size of 0.01 considering 12× 107

iterations and abjuring 9 × 107 transients, and all the
parameter values remain fixed at a = 0.24, b = 0.1,
c = 8.5, and ω1,2 = 1.0±∆ω, where ∆ω creates a slight
mismatch of the frequencies between the two oscillators.
For the numerical integration, (x1,2(0), y1,2(0), z1,2(0)) ≈
(0.10, 0.05, 0.15) is considered as the initial condition in
every case. For the system (1), we define three new

variables u = ẋavg = ẋ1+ẋ2

2 , v = ẏavg = ẏ1+ẏ2

2 and

w = żavg = ż1+ż2
2 for scrupulous observation of the col-

lective dynamics of the comprising oscillators. Measure
of extremes: Hitherto, there is no concordant scientific
definition of extreme events or extremes in the literature.
The events that deviate significantly from the central ten-
dency for a specific set of events are conventionally con-
templated as EEs. The very term significantly deviated is
pivotal. There are several statistical techniques available
in the literature to define the significant deviation, like
the 90th–99th percentile of the probability distribution
of the respective set of events and the significant height,
or threshold, based on the set of events.
As far as the study of EEs in dynamical systems is con-

cerned, the significant height or threshold-based method
to classify EEs is a rife one. If µ is the mean and σ is the
standard deviation of a set of events, then the threshold
for this very set is defined as Hth = µ+ dσ, d ∈ R \ {0}.
The events that surpass this threshold Hth are appraised
as EEs. The numerical value of d discerns how far an
event is deviated from the mean state of the data set of
events. The large numerical value of d makes sense for
the rarity of EEs. Throughout the study, we consider the
threshold-based approach to classifying the EEs, and we
choose d = −5 to define the threshold, i.e., in our case
the threshold is Hth = µ− 5σ.
In this present study, u = ẋavg = ẋ1+ẋ2

2 is the observ-
able, and the local minima of u, i.e., umin is the con-
cerning events, and the events that exceed the threshold
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Hth = µ− 5σ in the negative direction (below) are reck-
oned as EEs.

III. RESULT

Dynamics in the absence of frequency mismatch (∆ω =
0): We investigate how the system (1) behaves dynam-
ically, in particular, when ∆ω = 0, i.e., for identical
frequency. Considering ω1,2 = 1.0, the changing sce-
nario of the events, i.e., umin with respect to the cou-
pling strength k varying in the range [0, 0.2], is portrayed
in Fig. 1(a), and the red line represents the threshold
Hth. Figure 1(a) exquisitely elucidates bounded chaos
throughout the range [0, 0.2] of the coupling strength k,
and no portion of the chaotic region surpasses the thresh-
old line, i.e., no presence of EEs region. For a specific
value of the coupling strength k ≈ 0.1, time evaluation
of the variable u, and phase portrait of the system (1)
upon the (u, v) plane are demonstrated in Fig. 1(b) and
Fig. 1(c), respectively.

FIG. 1. Dynamics of the system (1) for ∆ω = 0: (a) The
changing scenario of umin for the variation of the coupling
strength k in the range [0, 0.2]. (b) Time series for k = 0.1.
(c) Phase portrait for k = 0.1. The result shows no EEs for
identically coupled oscillators.

Dynamics in the presence of frequency mismatch
(∆ω ̸= 0) and the advent of extreme events: The in-
troduction of a bit of heterogeneity in the frequency pa-
rameter ω of the system (1) drastically changes the dy-
namics of the very system. We introduce ∆ω = 0.02,
specifically ω1 = 0.98, and ω2 = 1.02. This section is
mainly devoted to the investigation of how the observ-
able u behaves if the coupling strength k varies in the
range [0, 0.2]. A changing scenario of umin as the cou-
pling strength, k, varies in the range [0, 0.2] is delineated
in Fig. 2(a) as the bifurcation diagram. The red line rep-
resents the threshold line Hth. As the coupling strength,
k, decreases from the right to the left, the emergence
of comparatively large amplitude bounded chaos from a
little bit low amplitude bounded chaos is prominently no-
ticeable. A region starting from k ≈ 0.11 and ending at
k ≈ 0.0046 in the bifurcation diagram is discernible as
being below the threshold, Hth line. This region is basi-
cally the EEs emerging region. For the sake of clarity and

brevity of the numerical investigation, we consider four
specific points from four different regions of the bifurca-
tion diagram: one from the prior EEs emerging region,
k ≈ 0.14; two points from the EEs region, k ≈ 0.1, and
k ≈ 0.06; one point after the EEs region, k ≈ 0.0142;
and study the dynamical nature of the system for these
very points. The temporal evolution of the observable u
for k ≈ 0.14 is portrayed in Fig. 2(b). The green dashed-
horizontal line represents the corresponding threshold,
and no spike in the time series is observed to surpass the
threshold line, as the numerical value of k is chosen from
the non-extreme events region. The chaotic phase por-
trait upon the (u, v) plane for k ≈ 0.14 is displayed in
Fig. 2(c). Figure 2(d) shows the temporal evolution of u
for k ≈ 0.1, and it is noticeable from the temporal dy-
namics that a few spikes exceed the green-dashed thresh-
old line, which indeed represents EEs. One such extreme
event is presented by red-colored spike in Fig. 2(d), and
the according phase portrait upon (u, v) plane is pre-
sented in Fig. 2(e) and the respective extreme-trajectory
is illustrated by the red color. The temporal evolution
of u for k ≈ 0.06 is drawn in Fig. 2(f), here it is also
recognizable that few spike are crossing the green-dashed
threshold, Hth, line, which are basically EEs. We men-
tioned one EE by red-colored spike in the time series, and
the corresponding extreme-trajectory is displayed by red
color in the corresponding phase portrayed, Fig. 2(g),
drawn upon (u, v) plane. The point k ≈ 0.0044 being
chosen beyond the EEs region, no spike surpassing the
green-dashed threshold line is recognizable in the tempo-
ral evolution presented in Fig. 2(i). The respective phase
portrait is drawn in Fig. 2(j).

To corroborate the region of EEs, we plot the dia-
gram, the number of extreme events versus the coupling
strength k, in Fig. 3. Upon inferring the Fig. 3, if we
proceed from the right end towards the left, it is per-
ceptible that as the value of k decreases, the number
of extreme events becomes non-zero at k ≈ 0.11, and a
gradual increment in k depicts a maximum number of
EEs as 370 at k ≈ 0.05. Later on, it starts decreasing
and succumbs to zero at k ≈ 0.0046. To envisage how
the interplay between the frequency mismatch (∆ω) of
the two oscillators and the coupling strength (k) of the
system (1) entices the emergence of EEs. We plotted in
Fig. 4 a parameter space upon the (k,∆ω) plane, where
the yellow region exposes the non-EEs region, and the
colored region unveils the EEs region. Inferring a care-
ful observation upon Fig. 4, it whets to unravel that for
lesser values of the coupling strength (k ≈ 0.0046), ex-
treme events appear for a comparatively large range of
∆ω varying in [0, 0.2], and as the value of k increases,
the range of ∆ω gradually decreases for the occurrence
of EEs.
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FIG. 2. Dynamical scenario of the system (1): (a) The bifurcation diagram of umin is portrayed, taking the coupling
strength k as the bifurcation parameter, and varying in the range [0, 0.2]. The red curve represents the threshold, Hth = µ−5σ.
Below the threshold, Hth, line, the portion of the bifurcation diagram is the region of extreme events. (b) The time series of
the observable u for k ≈ 0.14, the green-dashed line represents the threshold, Hth, line. It is noticeable that no spike is crossing
the threshold line. (c) The phase portrait for k ≈ 0.14 upon the (u, v) plane. (d) The temporal evolution of u for k ≈ 0.1, it is
clearly recognizable that few spikes cross the green-dashed threshold line, which are being enunciated as EEs; one such spike
is shown by the red line, and the corresponding trajectory is shown by the red curve in the respective phase portrait upon the
(u, v) plane, displayed in (e). (f) The temporal evolution for k ≈ 0.06, some spikes exceed the EEs qualifying threshold line Hth

and one such spike is highlighted by red color. (g) The phase portrait for k ≈ 0.06 upon the (u, v) plane, and the highlighted
red-colored curve represents the same spike shown by the red color in (f). (i) Temporal evolution of u, and clearly no spike
surpasses the EE qualifying green-dashed threshold line. (j) Phase portrait for k ≈ 0.0044 upon the (u, v) plane.

FIG. 3. Coupling strength vs. number of extreme
events: To substantiate the region k ∈ [0.0046, 0.11] as the
extreme events merging region, a diagram is plotted here that
shows, as the coupling strength k varies in the range [0, 0.2],
the number of conspicuous EEs. As k decreases from the right
to the left, an observation is cognizable that at k ≈ 0.011 the
emergence of EEs starts and reaches its maximum number
of 370 at k ≈ 0.05, then gradually decreases, and after k ≈
0.0046 no EE is perceivable.

FIG. 4. Depiction of the frequency mismatch (∆ω)
range with the variation of the coupling strength (k):
For the emergence of the EEs in the system (1), how the
range of frequency mismatch (∆ω) between the two oscillators
is varied with the variation of the coupling strength (k) is
presented as a parameter space.

IV. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

To endorse the characteristics presented in the time
series in Fig. 2(b),(d),(f), and(i) statistically, we delin-
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eated the histogram plots of events (umin) corresponding
to each time series in Fig. 5. The red vertical dashed line
plays for the threshold Hth = µ − 5σ. For k ≈ 0.14, the
histogram of the events corresponding to the time series
presented in Fig. 2(b) is displayed in Fig. 5(a). The non-
exceedance of the histogram beyond the vertical Hth line
towards the left corroborates the non-presence of EEs in
the respective time series. The histogram of the events
for k ≈ 0.1 is delineated in Fig. 5(b), and the left side
portion of the vertical red-dashed threshold line is con-
sonant with the EEs spikes, which indeed surpassed the
green-dashed Hth line. Figure 5(c) is the depiction of the
histogram of the events concerning the temporal evolu-
tion presented in Fig. 2(f). The left side portion of the
red vertical dashedHth line of the histogram reinforce the
appearance the EEs. Figure 5(d) is the rendition of the
histogram of the events regarding the time evolution dis-
played in Fig. 2(i) corresponding to the coupling strength
k ≈ 0.0044. As no EE is depicted in the time series, no
portion of the histogram is discernible on the left of the
Hth line. For the statistical analysis, all the numerical
simulations are carried out using the RKF45 algorithm,
considering 109 iterations and initially renouncing 105 it-
erations as transient, and for performing the numerical
integration, 0.01 is considered as step length.

FIG. 5. Histogram plot: The histograms of the numerical
values of the events (umin) for four different values of the cou-
pling strength (k) are presented here in semi-log scale. The
red-dashed vertical lines in all the figures represent the thresh-
old, Hth = µ−5σ, where µ is the mean and σ is the standard
deviation of the respective events sets. (a) The histogram of
the events for k ≈ 0.14. No portion of the histogram crossed
the red vertical dashed threshold line, towards the left that
ratifies the presence of no EE. (b) Histogram of the events
for k ≈ 0.1. The portion of the histogram on the left of the
red-dashed vertical Hth line depicts the EEs. (c) Presenta-
tion of the histogram of the events for k ≈ 0.06. The EEs are
being accredited by the left portion of the vertical red-dashed
Hth line. (d) Histogram of events for k ≈ 0.0044. The non-
presence of the histogram on the left of the vertical red-dashed
Hth line apprehends the scenario of having no EE.

The statistics of EEs, i.e., the events, which are be-

K-S Statistics of GEV distributions of EEs

Data Coupling Strength Parameter Estimate

p-value 0.3024
k ≈ 0.1

K-S Statistics 0.1842
EE

p-value 0.0671
k ≈ 0.06

K-S Statistics 0.0649

TABLE I. K-S test results of the sets of EEs concerning
k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06, respectively.

ing transcended by the threshold Hth line for k ≈ 0.1
and k ≈ 0.06 are presented in Fig. 6. The probabil-
ity density functions (PDF) of the EEs for k ≈ 0.1 and
k ≈ 0.06 are demonstrated in Figs. 6(a) and 6(e), re-
spectively. We find that in both cases the PDFs fit well
with the GEV distribution prescribed by the following
mathematical form,

G(x) =
1

β
exp

(
−
(
1 + γ

x− α

β

)− 1
γ

)
×
(
1 + γ

x− α

β

)− 1
γ −1

(2)

for β ̸= 0 and 1 + γ
x− α

β
> 0. Here α > 0 is location

parameter, β > 0 is scale parameter, and γ ̸= 0 signifies
the shape parameter. Depending on whether γ is positive
( γ > 0) or negative (γ < 0) the distribution type varies
as Fréchet (type II) and Weibull (type III) distributions
respectively. There is a third case scenario where the
shape parameter γ = 0. Such distributions are called
Gumbell (type I) and in this case, the distribution takes
the following mathematical form,

G(x) =
1

β
exp

(
− exp

(
− x− α

β

)
− x− α

β

)
. (3)

The performance of the K-S test for both sets of EEs
corresponding to k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06 fails to reject the
null hypothesis (the data sets follow the GEV distribu-
tion) in the 95% confidence interval, which substantiates
that both the data sets follow the GEV distribution. The
details of the K-S test result are evinced in table I.
As the visual attestation of the K-S test, the empirical

cumulative distribution function (CDF), i.e., the CDF,
which indeed is calculated based on EEs data gathered
from the numerical simulation and the CDF being calcu-
lated from the fitted GEV distribution curve of the nu-
merically simulated EEs data sets, are presented by the
blue and the red curves, respectively, in the respective
figures Figs. 6(d) and 6(h) for the respective sets of EEs
corresponding to k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06. The details of the
GEV distribution curves of the EEs, i.e., the parameter
values, confidence intervals (95%) of the parameters, and
the standard errors of the parameters are shown in table
II. In both cases, the shape parameter (γ) values of the
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FIG. 6. Probability density function and test of goodness of fit: The probability density function, P-P plot, Q-Q plot,
and K-S statistic plot of all the EEs for k ≈ 0.1 are represented in (a)-(d), respectively. (e)-(h) Delineation of the probability
density function, P-P plot, Q-Q plot, and K-S statistic plot of EEs for k ≈ 0.06 respectively.

GEV distributions being negative, the distributions are
intrinsically Weibull. For the visual affirmation of how
good these GEV distribution fittings are, the probability-
probability plot (P-P plot) and quantile-quantile plot (Q-
Q plot) are demonstrated in Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) for the
set of EEs corresponding to k ≈ 0.1 and in Figs. 6(f)
and 6(g) for the set of EEs regarding k ≈ 0.06.

The time elapsed in forming two successive EEs is
enunciated as an inter-event interval (IEI). The statis-
tics of IEIs for k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06 are presented in
Fig. (7). In the first panel, Figs. 7(a) and 7(e) repre-
sent the PDF of sets of IEIs corresponding to k ≈ 0.1
and k ≈ 0.06, respectively. Both the PDFs fit well with
exponential distribution, narrated by the following math-
ematical form,

f(x;µ) =

{
µe−µx; x ≥ 0,

0; x < 0,
(4)

where µ > 0 describes the parameter. The details of
the exponential distribution curves is presented in table
III. K-S test analysis for the goodness of fit of the expo-
nential distribution for the sets of IEIs relating to k ≈ 0.1
and k ≈ 0.06 fail to reject the null hypothesis, affirming
the data sets follow the exponential distribution. The
details of the K-S test analysis are presented in table IV.
In the second panel, Figs. 7(b) and 7(f) show the P-P
plots, and in the third panel, Figs. 7(c) and 7(g) display
Q-Q plots of the sets of IEIs for k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06,
respectively. Figures 7(d) and 7(h) are concerning K-S
tests for the respective sets of IEIs relating to k ≈ 0.1
and k ≈ 0.06; the blue curve countenance of the em-
pirical CDF, which is basically calculated based on the
data sets of IEIs accumulated from the numerical simula-
tion; and the red curve signify the theoretical CDF being
calculated from the fitted exponential distribution curve

regarding the sets of IEIs corresponding to k ≈ 0.1 and
k ≈ 0.06, respectively.

V. MECHANISM BEHIND THE GENESIS OF
EXTREME EVENTS

A. Occasional in-phase synchronization

So far, we have reported the advent of extreme events
in the system (1) and described a detailed statistical anal-
ysis of EEs in the x−directional average velocity variable
u. This section claims its exigency by reckoning how the
EEs are being originated in the very system, emphasizing
the detailed dynamical procedure. Interestingly, we find
the mechanism behind the emergence of EEs is the occa-
sional in-phase synchronization. The occasional in-phase
synchronization is a phenomenon that occurs in coupled
systems wherein two oscillators, evolving asynchronously
each other, occasionally visit the in-phase synchroniza-
tion manifold (SM). During the occasional visit to in-
phase SM, the individual oscillators coincide phase-on-
phase with each other, during which extreme events oc-
cur in the coupled system. A prominent exposition of this
mechanism correlating our study is presented in Fig. 8.
The temporal evolution of the individual oscillators for
k ≈ 0.06 of the coupled system (1), ẋ1 (solid blue) and ẋ2

(dotted red) are plotted one over the other in Fig. 8(a).
Figure 8(b) is the presentation of the temporal dy-

namics of the observable u. The cyan shaded region in
Fig. 8(a) illustrates the in-phase synchronization of the
temporal dynamics of the variables ẋ1 and ẋ2. Due to
this in-phase synchronization, the large excursion of the
observable u is produced, and that is apotheosized by the
cyan shaded region of the temporal evolution of u pre-
sented in Fig. 8(b). Figure 8(c) is the depiction of the



7

Statistics of the GEV distribution

Data Coupling Strength Parameter Estimate Confidence Interval (95%) Standard Error

γ −0.53247 [−1.0083,−0.056588] 0.2428
k ≈ 0.1 β 1.0432 [0.69854, 1.5579] 0.21923

α −76.982 [−77.4579,−76.506] 0.24282
EE

γ −0.74396 [−0.8221,−0.66582] 0.039869
k ≈ 0.06 β 3.574 [3.2446, 3.9368] 0.17658

α −71.8571 [−72.2343,−71.4799] 0.19246

TABLE II. Parameter values of the GEV distributions of the sets of EEs concerning k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06.

Statistics of the exponential distribution

Data Coupling Strength Parameter Estimate Confidence Interval (95%) Standard Error

k ≈ 0.1 µ 70054.7 [60483.7, 82104.7] 5515.55
IEI

k ≈ 0.06 µ −71.8571 [−72.2343,−71.4799] 107.76

TABLE III. Parameter values of the exponential distributions of the sets of IEIs relating to k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06.

FIG. 7. Statistics of IEIs: (a)-(d) The probability density function, P-P plot, Q-Q plot, and the K-S statistic of the IEIs
for k ≈ 0.1 are displayed, respectively. The probability density function, P-P plot, Q-Q plot, and the K-S statistics of IEIs for
k ≈ 0.06 are portrayed in (e)-(h), respectively.

K-S Statistics of exponential distributions of IEIs

Data Coupling Strength Parameter Estimate

p-value 0.4414
k ≈ 0.1

K-S Statistics 0.0664
IEI

p-value 0.7110
k ≈ 0.06

K-S Statistics 0.0146

TABLE IV. K-S test results of the sets of IEIs concerning
k ≈ 0.1 and k ≈ 0.06, respectively.

phase portrait upon the (ẋ1, ẋ2) plane corresponding to
the time series presented in Fig. 8(a). The large aberra-

tion of the trajectory in the phase portrait is along the
in-phase direction. Figure 8(d) is the presentation of the
phase portrait of the individual oscillator concerning the
time series presented in Fig. 8(a) in the 3− dimensional
plane (ẋ, ẏ, ż), where the blue trajectory corresponds to
the first oscillator and the red trajectory corresponds to
the dynamics of the second oscillator.

Channel-like structure: Meticulous observation of the
dynamics concerning how the EEs are developed in the
variable u of the system (1) unveils another new era. In-
terestingly, corresponding to the high amplitude spikes
categorized as EEs in the temporal evolution of u, the
largely deviated trajectories upon the 3 − dimensional
phase space (u, v, w) initiate by passing through a small
channel-like structure. This might be a considerable po-
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FIG. 8. Occasional in-phase synchronization: (a) Temporal evolution of the individual oscillators of the system (1) for ẋ1

(solid blue) and ẋ2 (dotted red) corresponding to the coupling strength k ≈ 0.06. The shaded cyan portion depicts the in-phase
synchronization region. (b) The temporal dynamics of the observable u concerning k ≈ 0.06. The cyan-colored shaded spike
confirms the extreme event in the u variable by exceeding the red-dashed threshold, Hth = µ− 5σ (µ is the mean and σ is the
standard deviation of the set of local minima of the observable u), line. (c) The phase portrait of the system (1) upon (ẋ1, ẋ2)
plane concerning the time series (a). The largely deviated trajectory is along the in-phase synchronization manifold. (d) The
phase portrait of the system (1) regarding the time series (a) on the 3− dimensional (ẋ, ẏ, ż) plane.

FIG. 9. Depiction of channel-like structure: (a) The time series of the observable u for k ≈ 0.06. Two large amplitude
spikes are shown to exceed the extreme event qualifying threshold Hth line (red-dashed). (b) The phase portrait of (1)
corresponds to the time series (a) upon the (u, v, w) plane.

tential mechanism behind the emergence of EEs in the
variable u. As an illustration in Fig. 9(a), the tempo-
ral dynamics of u corresponding to the coupling strength
k ≈ 0.06 is displayed. Two extreme trajectories (blue and
red) are depicted. The phase portrait of the system (1)
upon (u, v, w) plane concerning the time series presented
in Fig. 9(a) is delineated in Fig. 9(b). It is quite dis-
cernible that the two large excursions ratifying extreme

events initiate proceeding through a small channel-like
structure shown by the shaded region in the inset figure
of Fig. 9(b).
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B. On-off intermittency

Synchronization error dynamics: The presence of het-
erogeneity in the frequency parameter (i.e., ω1 ̸= ω2)
persuades our attention to investigate the dynamical be-
havior of the synchronization error (SE) dynamics of the
system (1). The SE is defined by the following mathe-
matical expression.

FIG. 10. Temporal dynamics of the synchronization
error: The time series of the synchronization error (Esyn)
for the coupling strength k ≈ 0.035 is shown in the figure.
On-off type intermittency is observed. The red-dashed line
represents the threshold Hth = µ + 6σ, where µ is the mean
and σ is the standard deviation of the set of Esyn.

FIG. 11. Histogram of the synchronization error
(Esyn): The histogram for the st of Esyn concerning k ≈
0.035 is presented here. The red vertical dashed line stands
for the threshold Hth = µ+6σ, where µ is the mean and σ is
the standard deviation of the set of Esyn. The portion of the
histogram that is beyond the vertical threshold line towards
the right indeed corroborates the extreme events. This region
is generally contemplated as the tail of the histogram.

Esyn = ⟨
√
(ẋ1 − ẋ2)2 + (ẏ1 − ẏ2)2 + (ż1 − ż2)2⟩t. (5)

As an archetypal example for illustration, a time series of
SE concerning k ≈ 0.035 is presented in Fig. 10. Interest-
ingly, we observe a few large amplitude spikes in the time
series following on-off intermittency-like behavior. One
such spike is shown in the temporal evolution to surpass

the red-dashed threshold line Hth = µ+6σ, where µ and
σ are the mean and standard deviation of the set of Esyn

for k ≈ 0.035. The large amplitude spikes (SE), which
surpass the Hth line, are regarded as extreme events in
synchronization error dynamics. The histogram of Esyn

for the coupling strength k ≈ 0.035 is plotted in Fig. 11.
The red vertical dashed line represents the thresholdHth.
The portion of the histogram that is at the right of the
vertical threshold line basically appears for the extreme
events. This region is also contemplated as the tail of the
histogram. To corroborate the region of the emergence

FIG. 12. Parameter space explicating the region of the
emergence of extreme events in the synchronization
error (Esyn) dynamics upon (k,∆ω) plane: The cyan
region stands for the non-extreme events region, and the col-
ored portion represents the extreme events region.

of extreme events in synchronization error dynamics, a
parameter space for the system (1) on the (k,∆ω) plane
is plotted in Fig. 12. The cyan region represents the
non-extreme events region, and the other-colored region
represents the extreme events region.
Transverse direction to the synchronization manifold :

For a system of coupled oscillators, the synchronization
state is the utmost expedient, but due to the presence
of noise or system parameter heterogeneity, this syn-
chronized state might be impeded. A stereotypical sce-
nario is espied for the trajectory of the coupled sys-
tem, that it experiences an excursion from the synchro-
nization manifold towards the transverse direction for a
short while and follows a return back due to the non-
linear folding of the flow. This evanescent and intermit-
tent excursion of the trajectories is contemplated as the
bubbling of the attractor. The two-coupled system (1)
lives in a six-dimensional (6D) phase space spanned by
(xi, yi, zi), i = 1, 2, ..., 6.
In the case of synchronization, the two-coupled sys-

tem resides in a 3D subspace (synchronization mani-
fold). In this case new 3D state vectors are introduced:

(x∥)1 = ẋ1+ẋ2

2 , (x∥)2 = ẏ1+ẏ2

2 , and (x∥)3 = ż1+ż2
2 , pro-

nouncing the behavior on the synchronization manifold,
and (x⊥)1 = ẋ1−ẋ2

2 , (x⊥)2 = ẏ1−ẏ2

2 , and (x⊥)3 = ż1−ż2
2

elucidating the behavior along the transverse direction to
the synchronization manifold.
Figure 13 represents the temporal dynamics of (x⊥)3

state vector for k ≈ 0.06. In the temporal evolution, a
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FIG. 13. Temporal dynamics of the variable towards
the transverse direction of the synchronization man-
ifold: The temporal evolution of the (x⊥)3 variable is pre-
sented here for the coupling strength k ≈ 0.06. On-off type
intermittency is clearly conspicuous in the time series. The
red horizontal dashed line represents the extreme events qual-
ifying threshold line, Hth = µ + 6σ, where µ and σ are the
mean and standard deviation of the set of (x⊥)3.

FIG. 14. Histogram of (x⊥)3: The histogram of the set
of data comprising of (x⊥)3 for the coupling strength k ≈
0.06 is presented in this figure. The red vertical dashed line
represents the threshold Hth = µ + 6σ, where µ is the mean
and σ is the standard deviation of the set of (x⊥)3. The right
side portion of the histogram to the vertical threshold line is
the tail of the histogram.

few high-amplitude chaotic bursts are observed, among
which one high-amplitude spike is discriminated to ex-
ceed the red-dashed threshold line, Hth = µ+ 6σ, where
µ and σ are the mean and the standard deviation of the
set of local maxima of (x⊥)3, respectively. The histogram
of the set of (x⊥)3 corresponding to the coupling strength
k ≈ 0.06 is presented in Fig. 14. The red vertical dashed
line depicts the threshold Hth. The region of the his-
togram of the right side of the threshold line corroborates
the extreme events. This portion is also contemplated as
the tail of the histogram.

Here the large amplitude spikes that cross the red-
dashed threshold Hth line are considered as extreme
events. Corresponding to the extreme event shown as
the large amplitude spike crossing the red-dashed thresh-
old line presented in Fig. 13, the typical bubble as the

FIG. 15. Bubble transition: Bubbling of the attractor cor-
responding to the time series presented at Fig. 13 for the
coupling strength k ≈ 0.06 is shown here. The trajectories
mostly circulate, residing on the invariant manifold; occasion-
ally they traverse in the transverse direction to the synchro-
nization manifold as large excursions. The red-arrow shaded
large bubble concerns the large amplitude extreme event in
the time series.

projection of 6D phase space upon 3D phase space con-
taining the components of the synchronization manifold
and of the transverse manifold is portrayed in Fig. 15.
To substantiate the emerging region of extreme events

FIG. 16. Parameter space delineating the region of
the emergence of extreme events of the variable (x⊥)3
upon (k,∆ω) plane: The cyan region depicts the non-
extreme events region, and the colored region represents the
extreme events region.

in the state vector (x⊥)3, a parameter space upon the
(k,∆ω) plane is displayed in Fig. 16. The cyan region
elucidates the non-extreme event region, and the colored
region confirms the extreme event emergence region.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this entrancing study, we have observed extreme
events and have unexplored the significant dynamical
mechanisms leading to the emergence of EEs in a sys-
tem of diffusively and bidirectionally two coupled Rössler
oscillators. To classify the EEs, we have considered the
threshold-based approach method. Interestingly, we have
noticed the appearance of EEs in different observables:
the average velocity variable (u) in the x direction, the
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synchronization error dynamics, and one transverse di-
rectional variable ((x⊥)3). Extreme events emerge in the
average velocity variable due to the occasional in-phase
synchronization of the respective velocity variables. In
this case, the large excursions of the extreme trajecto-
ries have noticed to begin by proceeding through a small
channel-like structure. The underlying mechanism be-
hind the origination of EEs in synchronization error and
transverse directional variable dynamics is on-off inter-
mittency. We have also noticed the bubbling of the
chaotic attractor regarding the on-off intermittency in
the (x⊥)3 variable. We have performed the statistical
analysis of the sets of EEs and the inter-event intervals
(IEI) for the average velocity variable. The sets of EEs
follow the GEV distribution and the sets of IEIs fits well
with exponential distribution.

One intriguing research perspective might be the find-
ing, whether there is any interrelation between the on-
off intermittency and the Dragon King (DK) probability
distribution of the events. The investigation of the emer-
gence of EEs in different network configurations for the
different number of Rössler oscillators might be a core
boulevard of scientific research. One might be interested

in finding whether these kinds of similar results are dis-
cernible in a system of diffusively and bidirectionally two
coupled different types of three-dimensional chaotic os-
cillators. In the conclusion, we look for that our findings
will embolden future research regarding Rössler oscilla-
tor, and our knowledge will contribute to finding a new
era concerning the emergence of EEs in this oscillator.
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